02-20-2006 01 :5t)pin Froni-XEROX CORPORATION 



•^5038854223 



T-283 P. 008/010 F-754 



Application No. 10/684,627 

Remarks 

Applicants thank the Examiner for her careful consideration of the application. 
Claims 1-8 and 18-24 stand rejected. 

Claim Objections 

The Examiner objected to Claim 24 for several informalities. Claim 24 has been 
amended to overcome the Examiner's objections. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 1 and 3 -5 are prcvisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1, 4, and 9 - 12 of 
copending Application No. 10/685,320, As no claims have been allowed yet in either 
application, Applicant will wait to take action with respect to this rejection. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 6 and 24 are rejected under 35 USC § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Mahoney (US Patent No. 6,772,945) ("Mahoney"). These rejections are respectfully 
traversed. 

In claim 1, Applicant recites a method for controlling access to a scanning/printing 
device having a plurality of features including a device scanner that is used for scanning 
documents into memory for use or manipulation by a user of the device. The method 
includes optically scanning a badge with the device scanner before a bearer of the badge 
can use the scanning/printing device, receiving information from the badge during the 
scanning process, and determining whether the bearer of the badge can access any of the 
plurality of features of the device based upon information scanned from the badge. 

In claim 24. Applicant recites a method for controlling costs within an organization. 
The method includes programming a scanning/printing device having a plurality of features 
with information related to a set of individuals and encoding such information onto badges 
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carried by the set of individuals. These individuals all belong to a defined group. The method 
also includes optically scanning a badge placed in front of a scanner of the scanning/printing 
device and receiving infonmation from the badge during the scanning process. The scanner 
Is typically used for scanning documents into memory for use or manipulation by a user of 
the device. The method also includes determining whether a bearer of the badge Is one of 
the set of individuals, and allowing access to at least some features of the device If the 
bearer Is a member of the set of individuals, and disallowing access to the at least some 
features of the device if the bearer is not a member of the set of individuals. 

Claims 1 and 24 as amended should be allowed as The Examiner has not identified 
features in Mahoney corresponding to Applicant's amended limitations. Particularly, the 
Examiner has not shown that Mahoney discloses optically scanning a badge with a scanner 
that is used for scanning documents into memory for use or manipulation by a user of the 
device. Mahoney appears to disclose scanning a data card and card reader for accessing a 
printing device, as opposed to using the primary scanner of the device. Therefore, Mahoney 
does not anticipate either claim 1 or claim 24. 

Claims 3, 4, and 6 should be allowed if daim 1 is allowed, as claims 3. 4, and 6 
depend from claim 1. 

Claims 1, 6 - 8, 18 - 20 and 24 are rejected under 35 USC § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Harris (US Patent No. 6,799,717) C'Hanis"), These rejections are respectfully 
traversed. 

In claim 1, Applicant recites a method for controlling access to a scanning/printing 
device having a plurality of features including a device scanner that is used for scanning 
documents into memory for use or manipulation by a user of the device. The method 
Includes optically scanning a badge with the device scanner before a bearer of the badge 
can use the scanning/printing device, receiving information from the badge during the 
scanning process, and determining whether the bearer of the badge can access any of the 
plurality of features of the device based upon Information scanned from the badge. 

In claim 24. Applicant recites a method for controlling costs within an organization. 
The method includes programming a scanning/printing device having a plurality of features 
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with information related to a set of individuals and encoding such information onto badges 
canled by the set of Individuals. These individuals all belong to a defined group. The method 
also includes optically scanning a badge placed in front of a scanner of the scanning/printing 
device and receiving infomnatlon from the badge during the scanning process. The scanner 
is typically used for scanning documents into memory for use or manipulation by a user of 
the device. The method also includes detenmining whether a bearer of the badge Is one of 
the set of individuals, and allowing access to at (east some features of the device If the 
bearer is a member of the set of individuals, and disallowing access to the at least some 
features of the device if the bearer is not a member of the set of individuals. 

Claims 1 and 24 as amended should be allowed as the Examiner has not Identified 
features In Harris corresponding to Applicant's amended limitations. Particularly, the 
Examiner has not shown that Hams discloses optically scanning a badge with a scanner that 
is used for scanning documents Into memory for use or manipulation by a user of the device. 
Harris appears to disclose a cover sheet, which is not a badge. Therefore. Hanris does not 
anticipate either claim 1 or claim 24. 

Claims 3, 4. and 6 should be allowed if claim 1 is allowed, as claims 3, 4, and 6 
depend from claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1 - 8. 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Akiyoshi (US Application No. 2003/0086111) ("Akiyoshi") in view of Mahoney- These 
claims are respectfully traversed. 

Claim 1 as amended should be allowed as the Examiner has not established a prima 
facie case of obviousness. In order to sustain an obviousness rejection under 35 USC § 
103(a). the Examiner must show that a combination of the cited references teach or suggest 
all the limitations of the claim being rejected. In re Rovka . 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 
(CCPA 1974). The Examiner has not shown that the combination of references teaches or 
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suggests all the limrtations of claim 1 as amended. Specifically, for example, the Examiner 
has not shown where either of the references discloses optically scanning a badge with a 
scanner that is used for scanning documents into memory for use or manipulation by a user 
of the device. Therefore, the Examiner's rejection should be withdrawn and claim 1 should 
be allowed. 

Claims 2 - 8, 19, and 20 should be allowed if claim 1 is allowed as claims 2 - 8, 19, 
and 20 depend from claim 1 . 

Claims 21 - 23 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hanis 
further in view of Chow et al. (US Patent No, 8,292,092) ("Chow"). These rejections are 
respectfully traversed. 

Claims 21 - 23 all: depend directly or indirectly on claim 1. Claim 1 as amended 
should be allowed as the Examiner has not established a prima fade case of ob>^ousness. 
In order to sustain an obviousness rejection under 35 USC § 103(a), the Examiner must 
show that a combination of the cited references teach or suggest ail the limitations of the 
claim being rejected. In re RowkB. 490 F.2d 981. 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974). The 
Examiner has not shown that the combination of references teaches or suggests all the 
limitations of claim 1 as amended. Specifically, for example, the Examiner has not shown 
where either of the references discloses optically scanning a badge with a scanner that is 
used for scanning documents into memory for use or manipulation by a user of the device. 
Therefore, the Examiner's rejection should be withdrawn and claim 1 should be allowed. As 
claims 21 - 23 depend ifrom amended claim 1 and include all the limitations thereof, 
amended claim 1 should be allowed. 

Conclusion 

No additional fee is believed to be required for this amendment. However, the 
undersigned Xerox Corporation attorney hereby authorizes the charging of any necessary fees, 
other than the issue fee, to Xerox Corporation Deposit Account No. 24-0025. This also 
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constitutes a request for any needed extension of time and authorization to charge all fees 
therefor to Xerox Corporation Deposit Account No. 24-0025. 

A telephone interview is respectfully requested at the number listed below prior to any 
further Office Action, i.e., if the Examiner has any remaining questions or issues to address 
after this paper. The undersigned will be happy to discuss any further Examiner-proposed 
amendments as may be appropriate. 
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Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 45,248 
Telephone (503) 685-4229 
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